SUNME NEW BOUKA,

The Old Testamant.

The lsotures on The Old Teatament which
wars delivarad during the Arst three montha of
s preacnt yeaar in Edinbureh and Glasgow, by
Prof, W, llonenrraon Bxiri, aro now raprinted
tir the Appletonn. ‘They nre of great intrinste
valus, conatituting, as they do, the most coms«
alste weporition In the Foglinh Inneungs of the
stabloms, methods, and results of 011 Tesin.
nont eritlainm. We nead not reraind the render
tiat the publieation of slmilar views in the artl-
plon pantributed by I'eof. Smith to the Enevolo-
pmviin Tiritannlon lod to lils romoval, somo wosks
ngo, by the General Assambly of the Free
Oliureh from the ehale winioh ha han ocou-
plea in Abordeen Colloge. Tt Is meatifying
to lonrn that thia refusal to nooept conolusions,
an o which aimost all Biblionl seholaps are
agrand, was atrenuously reslstad by mors than
ona-third of the Assambly, and that ajnes his
sjoction from the professorial ohalr, Prof, Smith
has baon requosted Lo actept parmuanent om-
ployiment In vonneellon with the Eneyclopmdin
Wo proposns to outline in this notleo the state-
ments npnd opialous which hinva givon so much
offencsto the majority of Senttish Prasbytearinns,
but whieh are not unfanitiiar 1o thows who
kunow somothing of the fnguiries prossoitad by
such distinguished Bamitie scbolars ns Ewnld
and Kuanen,

Prof, Bmith denlea that the resnite of Biblienl
eriticlnm met forth In thoas lectures ars basoed
on tha ratlonnlistie assumption that the anper-
natural Is Imoossiblo, and that everything in
the Hible whioh nesorts the oxistencs of n renl
personal communication of God with man s
necessnrily untrun, He bellaves that the su-
prama truths unfolded Inthe Jewish Boriptures
are things that must abide with us and prove
themaclves michty from age Lo ake aparkfiom
all nolentifle study, But ho =ubimits that those
who love the truth will not shirink from any toil
thnt will halp usto a fuller fosleht (nto all jts
detadle and all Ita historical aetting: thay will
remember that * God, who wgave us thas Dible,
has nlso given us facultiss of reason snd
wifts of weholarship with which to study the
Bible, and that the true meaning of Beripturs
s pot to be mengured by praconesivad notious.
but determined as the rosult of legltimnate re-
mm’"

Wo nre reminded that anclent bonks, com-
fog down to us from a poriod many eon.
turies before the inveniion of printng, have
nosossnrily undergons many  vicissitudes,
Bome of them are preservald only In lunperfeot
coples made by some ignotrant seribe of the
dark ages. Others have bean disfigured by
editors, who mixed up forsign mator with the
original taxt, Very olten an [inportant book
foll altogether out of sight for & long time,
and when it eames to light again all knowledge
of Ita origin was gone; for old books did net
gonernlly have title pages and prefases, Thay
often lny L librarles with no note butthe au-
thor's name, aave some words on a glip ortablet
onsily detuched, Andwhensuchn roll was ngain
brought into notice, with ita title gone, some
half-informed reader or copylst wan very likely
to glve it a now title of his own dovising, which
was handed down therenfter as if it had been
original, Or, agaln,the true menning and pur-
pose of n book often became obsoured In the
Inpes of centuries, and led to falae (nterprota-
tions, Once mors, antiquity has handed down
to us many writings which are sheer forgories,
In all such cason the work af sxpoaition must
nocoasarily be destructive before it can be con-
struetiva; the historieal critio must shut off the
recelved view In orderto disclosm a trus one.
In aword, it 18 his business to trage back the
stepa by which nny ancient book hns been
tranamitted to us, to find where it enme from
and who wroto it, to szamine the cocasion of (te
somposition, and senrch out overy link that
eonnecta it with the history of tho aneisnt
world and with the personnl life of the author.

How was the eanon formed mocording to
whioh Obristinns recognizs ecortain Jowish
writings a8 inveated with peculinr sanctity, as
the fruit indeed, of Inspiration, while they re.
joot othern ns uninspired nnd apoeryphal? Wa
must bear in mind that ss regards the Old
Testament, Oatliolics have one canon and Prot.
estants nnotlier, The Council of Trent de-
clared thot nll books contnined In the Latin
Vulgate version are eanonienl, and none other,

and that it presonts theso books In thelr
true  text.  Dut  wseveral of the bonks
foeluded in  the VYulgate transiation of

the O)d Testamant, such, for (nstanes, na tha
vooks of tha Macenbess, are rejected by Prot-
eutunts, Thoe Intter do thils on the nuthority of
Jerome himnall, the nuthior of the Vuigats vor-
slon, who, In the prologus to a part of his work.
reards all books as npoeryplinl which he A0
not teanslate directly from the Hebraw, and, fol.
lowing this rule, he axeludes from the canon the
Book of Windom, Eccloslasticus, Tudith, Tobit,
Daruch, nnd nlso the two books of the Macca-
boes, although he had geen the st of these {n
Hobrew. TheCounell of Trant not only nesepts
ed all thoso books me ennanionl, but varlous nd-
ditlons to other boass=in Eara, Danlel, and
Esther—which are not founsd inthe Habiew tex:,
S0 much just ut present forthe eanon, Now
s to the materials for dutermining the trus
toxt of its constituent writipew. The Counell
of Trent aolvad the seeond guestion by doclar-
fng thot the Latin Vulgamte transiation, I not
perfoet, is, nt oll events, exempt from errors
pftcting doetrine, Trof, Bmith points out thnt
Jeromue hilmaell in his prefaces makes n vory
different clalm for Lis vorsion. Whnat he says
I this: " If yon otserve my verelon to vary
from the Gresk or Latin eoples In your hands,
nsk the most trustworthy Jew you can Nndd, and
sae It ho does not agroe with me' It wos
Jerome's objact to tmprove on the Gresk traus-
Intion enlled the Neptungint, or vorsion of the
Boventy. which wos composed in Eewp,
oud ourennt  anong  the Jowa of  Alexe
nodrin  about thres conturies bef ra the
Christinn _ers.  In mnoy paris ol the Ol
Testamnont this transiation was very obsoips,
nod renlly dld not yield to n nntoral methiod of
vxegesis Aoy clenr souse.  Joromo mersly
clnimed for his version that It ngread with the
beat Jowlsh traditlon: In other worls, ha
sought to correot the curront Biblos of Lis day
tmokt of whieli waprs based npon the Beotungint)
wnocopding to the Hetiroaw text, as tho Jows of His
Ultoe (AL 10, 400 pesalvad It and @ give au ln-
torpretition on’'s leval with the boat Juwish
scholarsliip. e did this parily by the ald of
trnuslatiops feom the Hobirew Into the Grosk,
mude aftor the time of CHtlst and more in acs
coriinpes thap the Septungiot with the later
Ralibiriten) geliolnrsbiin, and paetiy by the help
of leipnod Jowas, 1o ahtaln whish was the speeial
alm bl derame’s domldones o Palestine,
As regards taxtunl aciticism wod intarpretn.
tion, the Protestaut  raformers ngrosd with
Jdapame (o fieasiple,  They, ke Nlm, almed
ouly nt rendering the text ue the bost Hebirew
oholaes wiould do, and to thom, as ta bim, the
standard of sebiolarslilp  wen that of the
wost  Jowronsd  pinong  contemnporsry Jews,
Feam thee fioie, indecd, shion the 008 Tose
nent wias wreitten, down to the sixtosnth
enntiey thers was no eontingons teaditing of
st Hohrew learning exeeptamoang thin Jawa,
Vi Lkl e d™ e e lans know abaut tha OLL
Teatihinnt gt ey i b} iy e eome from
i Jhabitinn, This s nopoiut whilol Peor. Smith
neees Witk snel ostisdiiaia fen the Bitsition of
thin resder, viz that tha Bafortiors nod thelr
rvivasces, up b e geried when all our
Vibtustant  wversions ol the O Teatnmant
wors  Jixed, were, for sl purposss of
wiaening. s thes hnnds of the Habbine,
Thoy gtoppsd ar that coint, slmply bacauss the
lnrsiog of thele time nlsu wioppad there, Thay
wont g far abs o helioineship gt the nge wonid
ewrey thoan, Tt would be abwisrd, howsver, to
EOAD R it e o whin et umeid fa Atoept tha
suthority ol gisting et (enncttomnd by
Lo DEomaeny CLuee Tl ws tothin nusbar of Dioks
e bhoes e, os b Rl Best test of ths Ol Fisss
boanent, widd st the netieinles pon whish thnt
text ls Lo Lo tracsinted, adopted iU es s pringlpiy
of Inlth that the Jewinl teadition, the unebiris-
thun tradition, Banded down to ths sy e dues
of the wixtenntl eoptury. upon sl thone pojnts 14
Aoal.  Luthier ngnln aod ngatn showod that e
subimitted to no such authority ; and i the Ra-
formers nod thelr first successors dld prasti-
oa'lv sacant the results of contemporary Jew-

]

Iah scholarahip upon all thess queations,
they did ®o meraly  beachuse theas ra-
auitn wars (n accordanes with tha best lght
then attalnabla, 1t was Jaft [or A latar ganora-
tion of Protestant bollovers, whish ™ had lost"
anye Prof, Bmith, " the couragn af ths frst lia-
formers, basauss it hind lost mch of thelr alsar
Insleht Into divine thines," to awenr by tha
Jowinh cnnon and the Massoretie text, as the
Romanists swors by the T'ridentins canon and
tha Yulgnte text, Heholaeship, however, lins
moveid onward alhes the sixteenth esntury;
nnd e resanrch line heen eareiod furthor, it hns
becoma pinin that It is pessible for Dibiieal
atudents, with the materinle still presorved to
them, to ot balilnd the Jewisl Babbilns, upon
whom onr Protestint translators wero stiil dos
pondent, and to draw from ths stroam of Borlp-
tural tradition at a point noearer its souree,
Prof, Smith explning how this s possitile,

Long bafare tha time of Clirist the Jows had
cenaned to apenk Hebraw, THo langnnge whiol
lw ealled Habirow n the Neow Teatnmant wna &
dlalact na unlike toths Mobrsw of the O1d Toesth.
mont ns Qarman into English—a diferont Iane
guage, though o Kindesd ons, The langunes i
termind Hebraw in the Fvangalloal writines, b
enunn It wis spoken by the lseaelites then
dwolllng In Palestine, just as the Spaoish
Taws in Constantinovle st the prossnt day onll
thele Soanial jacgon Hshrew, It wias foally a
kind of Syrine, or Aramnle, whieh tin Jaws had
geadunlly leacned In placs of Habiraw, nftor
thelr raturn from tha Babylonian eaptivity, whon
thoy found thamarlves o small handful, living
in the midat of nations who spoke Arvamnie, and
with whom they had constant dealings, For
more than fiva centuries bafore the hirth of
Chriat Arnmale was the lnngunes of business,
and of goveroment, just w8 English s in
the Highlands of Seotland, and so  the
Jowa forgol thele own tongun and loarnsd
“Aramnio, asthe Seottish Coits nre now forget-
ting Guelle for Engilah. This protess hind
alrsady gone on to A great extent befors the
Intant baoks of the Ol Testanient were com-
vloted, Buoch wrltors, snys Prof, Smith, an the
authors of Chronloles and Feclosinstes write
Habrew In a way whish shows that their
thoughta oftan ran in s way not Hebraw, but
Aramale. In soma ol the inter OI4 Testament
books, In Ezra and Daniel for exampls, there
are actunlly Inserted in the Hobirew long
Avramale pnasages, Dafore the time of Christ
perople who ware not scholars had consed to
understand Hebrow altogether. and in the
aynagoguw, whon the Biblo was read, a gualified
teausintor had to rine and give the senss of the
pasangs (n the valgar dinlect. It I8 a signif-
cant faet that Jesus bimasl! upon the eross
quotes n part of the xxil, Panlm, not from the
Hebraw nrigitnal, but from n Tatgum or Aramnlo
pRraphirase,

Helirew, then, at the beginning of our era wns
o learned Innguage as Lintin or Gresk Is now,
acqulirad, not In common life, but (o the sohool,
Moreover, In order to learn Hebraw the youns
Jow of that time had o grammar, or lexicon,
or other written help, but had to raly exelusive-
I¥ on oral instruativn.  Fean o pronounce tha
toxt of the saored writings was to hlm impossl-
bis without his teschier’'s assistancs, sinee it
offersd nothing to his eya but amnss of conso-
nants, the vowel marks not having wyot beon
ndded Io the time of Jerome, 400 yaars after
Christ. In atext thus denuded of its vowels,the
same words might, of courss, be often rend nnd
interpreted in two different ways. Prof, Smith
eltes n fumiliar exnmuple in Heb. xi, 21, where
wo rend of Jnoob leaning upon the top of his
atafl; it when we turn to Gen. xlvil., 31, we
find nothing there about s *staff;" wo fnd
“hod,” The vowsls in the two words are differ-
ent; but ne the consonants only waro written, it
wis quite possitile for one parson to transiate
the word “"Led" na |8 naw the case In
our English verslon of Genesls, Tolloxing
the reading of the Huebrew scribes, nnd,
on the other hand, for the author of (he
Lpistle to the ITebrowa to understand it 1o
mean *'sthil,” foliowing the lnterpremtion of
the Groek Soptuaging Bovond the bare st
which in thia way was often ambiguous, the
soribos, ns the copyists apld expoundera of the
Hobrew Beriptares wero onllod, lnd noguide but
oral tenching. Thoy had uo rules of gramimie
to go by, sinoe the kind of Hebrew whieh they
themeelyes wrote (ns unlike to the THb]ieal

Hoebraw na  mediawal law Lntin ds 1o
Clesroninan)  admittsd gramoutienl esn.
structlans which the eld  langunge for.
Lade. Whan they came to an olanlets word

or ldiom, they bad ne guidesto s meaning
unless thelr masters hnd told thom that tie
pronuncintion and the sense wers 8o and s,
Now, willo admitting thut Jowish scholars wers
cxact nud retentive lenenore. Urof, Smith insists
thnt even Il the wholo of the Hibis hnd bewy
taughtword by word in the sehools fromthe day
on which ench ook wis flrst written, It would
still hnve pogquired a eontinued miraele to pro-
serve il thess leasons porfectly throngh long
generations, DBut, in poiot of faet, the tradis
tonal teaching of thn Juws was fielther com-
plote, contipuous, nor uniform. It wns oot

aomplete,  beeause  thore pever wis  ap
authoritative  Interoretation  of the wholy
Bibio, It wns wor continuous, for many

expoaltions which at ovne time or another
hndd general carrency nnd authority wera not
receivod by vobroken tradition from the time
whon Hobraw boeama a dewl inogunge. mueh
lwas Trom the thmo whan the pnssngo was frst
written, but wora dovisad hy the Rabhins oavof
theirown hends.  And, foally, the Rabbinieal
teadition was ot uniform; that is to w#ay, the
traosintion, and evon the text, of Individun) pose
snges wis oiton o subjeat of controversy luthn
rival sehools of the Saribos, different ipterprotas
tions being ntdiMerent times fn the nsenndans,
The proof of thess propositions les partly In
tho records of Jowish losrning still pressryaig
10 th iabbinieal Mtoraturs, partly in ths trnns:
latlons nnd ioterpretations mades at vaclons
tivies by Jowish scholnrs or utider thelr gulds
nuos,

Our Maticaw text of the Ol Testament coman
duwn to un from the Scribeas ; butswora thiey ina
position to produce a criticnl edition whioh oun
justly ho nceapted ns the standacd, so that we
lone mothing by the suppressionof all divergant
copies?® Peof, Rmith thinks we ghould not es-
itnte 1o anawar this guestion in the nuegotive,
The boeribws wera not, in the Nt justance,
selolnew or proachoes, but lnwyers, Thinie ob-
Jects wora lognl, not philogophical,  Thele bad
systam ol interpretation mudethem tnd eritios,
This judement is conflemmd by the wecounts
given in Talmudieal hooks of eortain smoll nod
sporadio nitampts madie by the Seribes 1o exeur-
aine somuthing e erlticlan: on the toxt, Thoy
wers goveruud, It soems, extlosively by the
pumbar of manuseripts for of aguinst o glyen
rending, without dny pratca. W e
histarieul or duleltsio merits  of tho nay
nral coples,  Buch oA prinelple appliod dpon s
inrgo seplo woilld  obiviously  lead  to vapy
deplofable rismulte, 1t I8 proliable that they
molodtod an old and wall wiltlen copy, possltily
iy ol the muntuseripts whilel wera prvsarved
I o et of the Tomple, Bat thiaugh old,
thie preletypal nanusceiit eunld not liave
comprivsd orighind nutoeihpling OF Lt tigrs
s b e P e At plivea, thie aan-
et ntinptal Ly the Beyies was  earininly
written with tha mguuaras, or Uhaldonn, lotiars
wiend tis our widern ilohirow Ibled,. But thnsn
luttoin e ol Aeamnis origin wheroas in old
e thin Tlubipows il (U spuits shiMerent clisp-
sutee wllbdld Pocedielan,  According to Jdewisli
1 whlal ancribos averyth ing to Karia(the
Hopibn g eece o) whiel i Bas oot tliy as-
suranoe 1o rofur to Mogew, Mia ehnnge ln the
ehnractor bn whiloh thy snersl hiooks wias writ-

s,

ten  wan  introduesd by Ezea. Woo know
this: o s he n mistake, however, for
the  Bamnaritans,  who  dld oot poReess

the Paptntaucl antdh G0ty yoines aftee 1oarn, to-
eeavmid dn the ol Phoesaginte Inttar,. oot
Budthe thinkss B0 wiry doubttul whotboe thera
Wars nuy manusdeipte weltten ine the squinrm
Arininie clinranetos bnfore the third oontury 15
C..oand that this, therelore, would bo tho varll-
et dnte ta whinh wa eut refor the arshiotypo of
ol prdasnt alipow oapiom,

Angther proof thnt the text acceptad by tha
Borlbos was not extraordinectly old lies in
the spolling. It can be demonstrated that
the eopios Inid before the transiators of the

Bentusgiot in the third century B. O. often
\ :

had an older style of orthograply than ex-
Istad In the wrchetype of our nrassnt Hatirew
Divles. We must benr In mind thiat botween the
exooution of the Haptusgint traoslation aod
wlat mny ba termad the ofocinl approval
of A Hobroaw taxt by the Soribes, nll the copiss
of the Beriptures oxtant In DPalestine were
throatennd with somplata destruction. Antlos
ohin Bplplinnes (1, O, 164) enused all discovar-
able manuseripts of the Habrew Inw, and asom-
ingly of the othor eadred books, Lo batorn vp And
burned, and mads ita oapltal offence to pokssss
A Pentntonsh, T'rof, Bmith arcounts it tortunate
thut the Boptoagint varsion, teansinted ut an enr-
lier poriod, wod vutrant in roglons whers Antl-
oclits ind no away, still oxists to earry our
knowlsdua of the state of the toxt* baok bayond
hin time, sonfrming thes substantinl securney of
our Hatiraw Bibles, while at the same time
showing them to be not immadulats,

But how was the Holirow test, nceapted by tha
Boriben at tho date of the destruotion of Jerusn-
lom, handed down to modern times? Yrol,
Smith shows us that from the time when thelr
natiopnl 1ife was sxtinguishind, the Jows do-
voted the most striot and punctilious attention
to the exact transmission of the recoivod text,
down to the amallest peculiarity of spelling,
and aven to esrtaln irregulineitios of weitiog, It
is plaln thnt such anystem of mechanicaltrans-
mission eould not have boon eareimd out with
procision i copying had been left to unin-
structed porsons,  The wark of proserving nnd
tranumiiting the recsived text bscame the
spoalal function of & gulld of teshnlenlly teained
neholary, onlled the Massdrata, or possessors of
tradition: that ls, of tradition as to the propor
way of writing the Dills,  The Massorets ne
bored for conturion: thelr work was not oo«
ploted for at lonst 500 yoars aftor the time of
Christ,

The first fundamantal faoct, then, to bo noted,
tonching the recsived or Massorstie text in
which the Hebrew orfginnis of the Old Testa-
ment writings have come down to us, Is that
it eannot possibly he reforrsd to a date enr-
lior thun tuat af Exzea, nnd should probably be
areribed to & much Ikter period. This s de-
cisively ostnblishsd, to puss ovor other evi-
danos, by tho fact that the very chinenctorn—the
sguars Arinaie stters—wers not used in il
estine until sama timae alter the return of tha
Jews from their eaptivity In Vabylon, Let us
now inquira’'what conclusions modern Diblleal
achiolarsliip has renchedconearning the history
and submtantinl value of the writings Ineludml
in the OId Testnment eanon. Were the bonks
roally written by thelr eeputod authors, and enn
they ba pcceptod nu authontle withesssy to the
events ther deseritin? Naturally this Inquiry
will firet concern ftself with the origin and pur-
port of the Pautateucls, Poople who nre not acs
osustomed to the methods of Biblleal erfticinm,
and who know only that the Levitleal law when
{t first comms on Lhie staga of actaal hilstory, at
tho thins of Eara, presonts fteell na the law of
Mowsen, are nccustomed tosny thut this nssertion
of suthorahip is sither literally true or a lio
The PPentatench, they insist, s alther the lit-
oarary work of Mosos, or it 18 a haro-faced im-
postura, 'tol, Smith thinks that no student
convorsant with the complicated difMouitine of
the problems will willingly aceopt this entegor|-
enl statemont of tho question. 1! we nare
tied up, however, to make a choice be-
twoon  thess  two  alternatives, he ad.
rmits that all the histarieal evidence which
lins come down to us points In the direetion of
the wecond. If our present Pontitoeuch wai
wrltten by Moses, it was lost for many conturion,
as complotoly ks any book eould be. The pro-
pnots know the history of Moses and tho P
triarobs, but they do not know that comulete
aystem of ritual law whieli the maes of Chirle-
tinn commupicints suppose to bo his work, 1n-
deed, the priests of Shiloh and the Tamula do
not know the vory parts of it which woull hava
done most to raiso their nutbority and infly-
onoe, At the time of Jopiali a book of the Law
I8 faund, but it ia still oot the whole enta-
toush, for It does not contnin the  full
Levitionl systom, From the duath of Josliua
to Nars s, accordinge to ‘the usual chro-
nolowy, just one thousand yoars.  Whore wus
the Poutateurh ali this time, it it was unknown
to avery oneof thode whaought to have had
mont Intervst in it¥ Tt s plain, Peal, Smith
concludes, that no thinkine man cnn bo aeked
{0 aecapt the Pentatoueh as. the literal work of
Mosos, without some evidencs to that offeet,
Bus evidenes n thousand years aftar date Is no
avidanca at all whivn the Intervaninge pmrlod
Danrs unanimons witniss Inon Hierdnt monse,
By Insisting thnt thie whole Pentatedsl Is one
wourk of Modes, ngd all of eauanl date, the tra-
dithonal view cuta off all possiblity of proof that
1 Rotiel te Mosnte, el Sesith ods the seie
Wiy of essupio frod s eptical eoncluglons in an-
other dicection, vin. In the aflirmpnce of & Mo-
silg kornel inthe Pentatoush, coupiad with the
ndmission that the Hteepey form. and much of
tio Aubstandd, tnust bo refecrod 1o o dato not
enrilor than the ago of Exra

The Pentatouch, a8 wenonw lisve I8, (8 nota fop-
mnd Jaw Lok, but o listory Leginnlng with the
drention, nml running on'continucusly futo thes
Lok of Joshitne  Bovarnl distinet Jechal collon-
tlons are Ingerted In the historica! sontants 1o
wit, thoe primitive legisintion untolitmd in
Exoulug, the mors oliihorate Dodtaranomie ends,
nodd v polatively mthute aud eomitoleated 1o
vitienl ordinntoen,  Thothroe bodies of lns nra
In n verinln sense Independant of th bistorics)
norcative In which they now ootur,  This Is
pinin enouch ns regatds the legisintions git
forth in Exodus and Deateronomy. Uy many
magks, norsover, and partlenlarly by woll-dos
e peouiinrities o inneunes, . Lovitionl dogs
ament enn by guiled out from the Paatatoneh,
contatping tho whola mass of priostly Yeelaln-
tion and precedents, and loaving dotouched tha
erauntially bistocieal part of the live books, Aws
the Pentatsuch now stands the two alenents of
Iaw nod Lilstury ara antersporsed, not onlv in
the snme book. but ofton in the same ehnter,
Dt ordeiondiy thoy wors qoited st inet

Fvon thnt pnrtof tho Pentatenah whileh mny
properly Lo dosiganted os nn Distarienl naren-
tive does ft Itsvll profoss to ba weltten by
Monea, Ttanly notes, feom tine to tioes, that s
wroth down enrtiiin apoeinl Uines, Tliese 0.
thoma of whint Mosios Wimsolt wroth fes wo fap
from provipig L the autlior of the whiole Pou-
totouel thint taey rutlod polut fnoths pppos e
direstion. What' he wrote 18 distingdished
from the mass of the text, nud he Llwsel! |n
Linhitunlly spoken of in'the third purson. Tt s
tamteon o expinin this ns allterary artifee,
o ons 1o that nfogted by some Girssk and
Jomms authiors s Bt i in e to Bolinge thnt an
pridicial a way of writing should he ns old sy
Mones, ntid Belone to the wurilens ngo of Hibrew
authorslilp, Peol. Hmlih asks for proof thim
any Hebraw aver wrota of limsell in thie thind
vt aud phetlculacly that Moses sbionld

write suehh n verso ne Nutubers 3l W
"MTho man Mabes was  sory monk  above
ull men dvipe”  The ldew  that  Moses

to wuthior of thie wholo 'antntench, rxeept the
last chinpter of Douteronomy, & derived from
the ol Juwish theory, set forth by Josenlios,
thatevory lomdar of Tevial weote down, by Bi-
vina authority, the evenis of lis own e, s
thnt the sacrel Bistary inlike aday ook cons
atautle weitton ae todate, No podt of the Bible
varreaponds o this descriition, and the Panta-
Geunth an Littho ow any.  As for the st chiapter of
Denternnmmy. whichoncording to the eommon
hypothiesis, s on note added by Joshoa tothe
Mosalo nnerative, Prote Bmith points ont thae
Ehw cannot ronlly lnys Dosn written datil afloap
Joshum wan dead nud gone, For (it speaks of tha
city D" whiol wos the now nome given to
thoeiyof Luist nlosr thoconguest of thv Danites
Inthe ngool thie Judiges, Thot 10 tho [ast ohapter
of Doutsronomy (8 not eontegiporiry histopy,
whnt s tho proal thint tho pest of the Look s so?
Thero [s pol, wo nre Hesyred, an atim of avl-
chistise thimh b Dot whidel wiote the Jast ehipng-
Lo bt o shinee b the gist of the ook,

1'eof, Stk aoes nat hesitata to wMem that, as
nomntter of faot, the Pontitenchal Listory wis
written, not by Mossa (n the wilderiess, but i
the dnpd of Cagakn, amd oot Inter than the
period of the Kings, Thepoluts out that Genesis
AVl Al eives alisg of Kings who eabigned s
Fdom ™ biofore thoere relensd n Kigg of the ehil-
dron 0f Isravl"™ This would enrry Us down at
leant to the time of Baul; but the probabls
moeaning of the vassnxs s thar these kings
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ruled pefore the land of Edom itanlf beoamn
snubjoot ta an Iaraslite monaroh, whiileh brings
un down nt least to David, An attempt Is
somotimes  mnde to  ovada this eonclaos
aion by suggesting that eortiln  vorses
or ehapters may be Into additions, that
the list of Edomlte kines, for instance, and such
rofernneos to the eongioest of Cannnn A nra
found In Doutaranomy, are {nsertions of Erra,
or some othar editog, This, anys Prof. Bmith,
miiht ba n falr snough assumotion if any gosl-
tive prool wers fortheoming that Moses ‘xrote
the mnans of the Mentatenell, o the absoros of
muith proaf, noonas hias a right to enll n glven
pissnke the lnssrtion of an editor withou: fu-
tarnal avidenss that It s In a diaront styis or
bronks the aontaxt, The moment, howsvor. rel-
aranoe (s mada to Internal evidones it (s obvl-
ous that we must apply this kind of testimony
sanaistently anid thorouehly; which, s Prof,
Bmith points out, Is A good donl more than
those who ralsod this potent spieit ore willlng
to lisar.

The wproof that tha five books commonly
asoribad to Mones wors written not in the wil-
darpess, bt in Cannan, dosa not turn on mere
Inolistent toxts, but lles cqunlly In usiges of lans
gunia that eannot bo (due to an editor. In the
Hebrow oriiglnal of the Pontatetioh tie common
phrasa for wostward s soawnrd,” and for
southward “toward the Nogob," the Inttor
word, which primarily means parched land,
bolng the proper onmo of the dry stappe diss
telot on the anuth of Judah, Itis manifost that
theas exprossions for west and south ecould
only bo used by people living in Palestine,

Yot they are used in the Pentatouch,
not  only throughout the courss of the
narrative, but in tho Levitleal deseription

of the tabernasle in the wilderness, Iat at
Mount Sfnal, the ssa did not le to the west, nnd
tho Nogeb was to tho north. Mosss, sayas P'rof,
Kmith, could no mora eall the soath side the
Nogeb sida of the mbernaele than n Glasgow
mnn could say that the sun set over Edinburgh,
Tho anawer attomptad 1o this piace of internnl
avidonco (s, that the Hobrows might have
ndopted the phrases used o the Pentutoush in
pateiacolind times, and continued using them
throughout the 430 yanrs during which thoy
abode in the land of Goshien, Prof. Bmith does
not healtnte 1o ehinencteriza this assumption ns
nonsouss, When hminn says “ towsrd the sen™
he moans it, The Egyptinn Avabs say seawanrd
for northward, nod wo the Israclites must have
dons when they wore fu Vgypt, Toan Arab in
weslern Arabin, on the contrary, ssaward
means toward the Hed Hea, The nuthor of
thess leotiires divects notleo also to the fact that
the [Pentatwuch  displays nn exiet  topo-
graphifenl knowledes of FPalestine (which
Moses navor sntersd), but by no means
a0 procles a knowledie of the wilidlarnenss of the
wandoring, The narrator knew the names of
the pinces famous inthe forty yenrs' wandor-
fnee, but for Cansnn be kuew logal detalls, nnd
duseribos them with minute exastitude as thoy
were In his own time. Accordingly the patri-
archinl sites (of which Moses was suppoesd o
know aniy by remote tradition) ean still be sot
down on the map with definitencas, whereas
grographors ars upabls to akslzn with certainty
thia site of Mount Sioal, beonuse the onrrative
has none of the topographical color which the
story of an eye-witness is likely to posseas,
Again, the Pentateuoh quotes ns authoritios
pontion] records whilch could not, at all aveuts,
bo earlior than the timo of Moses.  Ono of thess
doruments is a so-oallod * ook of the Wars of
Juhiovah 3" did Moses, (tis asked, writing eon-
tempornry history, ind and cite a book already
ourrant, enntaining poetry on thio wars of Joho-
il nnd his people, which only beganin Lis
own thines 7

I'rof. Smith goes on to asslgn reasons for
beltoving that the Pentatouch was not only not
written in the willerness, but is nol even in lta
narrative parts a singls continnous work, The
Mist Sey o the complax striteturs of the history
waa found In the use of the oawes of God in
tanasis, 1t was observed more than n conture
neo that some parts of Gonesis hnbituslly spenk
of Tehiovah, while othiers as regularly emuploy
the word Elohim, Caroful investlgntion dis-
closes tho existonens of two independent doon-
munts whioh uso Elohtm, nud of athird whicn
usea Jehiovah,  Moreover, these Flohistlo and
Jehowiatie doouments con b tracsd throuzh the
wholo 'sntwtench, and even to the end of the
Book of Joslimn: The proness by which the
thiran nre Sually intorwoven s illusieated by the
parallel narsatives of the fload. Maps siriking
avidenve 14 Tuenished by noeolintion of the legnl
purtsof the Pentatench, For the details of thiis
trquiey Intoths varions sources of autharship,
wo tiust rifer the render Lo Prol, Spilth's baok,
whiloh Itsoll ls only able, [nothe space at the .
thor's sammunyel, 1o inidicnte thoe waiy lines and
resilts of Bibyeonl resoprch,

The genoral concliusion at which Prof, Smith
Arrives s that shiiothers in renson to balleva
eoptaln of tha Saws sar torth lo the Pantatench
find beesn banded down from Moses, set that
takan an awhole, the Levitdeal legisintlon ex-
Hitdted in thiose Nvn baoke s the practical adnp-
tatlen of leenl principles nesoptod In tha thne of

Seri, whien Jerusalom woas 0o longer thesont of
nfree Stute, but only tho eeotre of A religious
eammupdty, posdessing certain wunlelprl
priviloges of soll-government,  In lis apinton,
ths sofrditntion of thesaprineinies (Hto n Kys-
tem ook place ot en tho tmo! Eaokles ang
thi coformntory stork of Eara, The taet thint the
culminating and most sdlmmn deremony of
the grout day of expintien was tot obseryved
in the wear of D=en's covonnnt proves, he
thinks, that the Inst touches warn not adided
to the pitualistie sehpms until after, through
Feern's nxency, it himd boen puat foto procti-
eal oporation,  While, however, the histarl-

anl etudent 18 thus compeliod to spenk of
tho. ruuni eodn o the Inw of tho moce
and temple, it woull boon great mistnka tn

think of it a8 pliogethior nsw, Prof. Smith s
cnrolul topoint out that Exvkiol's ordinan
arenotliing slee than n pesieping of ithe
privatly foea
nigoes and uttevinoess belisved 1o bave boon
roverdod by Gol. A eloss stuldy af tho Ln-
vitiedl Inws showi that mwaoy nnclen) toriha
wore worked up by  BuctoERive  pir HOKsGeR
Into the eomplete ayatam wileh  wo now
pogaese,  The prosoilnrs Is  ropderod puirs
festly  Intelllgibie by the aunlogy  proe-
eaited 1 the erowth of other primitive
systoma O Jueispendenes, To trase out in
dotall how mush of the Levitleal lewislation
ponaists ol old torahs hnnded down in nntigqus
formulng from thme Indimetnatind (n the priestly
fitntilos, and how moch was pow inthe g of
Frokirlor ol Ezra, iaatask which Frol, Bmith
doens not attamut, aod whieh ho admits has ot
vel been fully apeomplishiod by soliolars, 1 (s
clearly, hawovor. wn Listorlenl funetion to k-
tarmine how far the Levition! [aw s moers iy,
of whileh wo onn eay no more thisn thnt it wes
law for the necpnd tomple, nud how far it s
also bistory whidel ean bl used in doseribing
the origiosl sanctunry of the nrk in tho doys of
Mimis,

Whnn wore the Panlmas weittan. and by whom
worn they somposed # It s now generally nes
knowivdged that the Paslier conlhios wotn
vonnis ol the poriold of Davig, and othors that
wiora writtén during the Doabyloning oxile, if
uob inter, s embracinge within its Cotn psa
aompositions wlhiese  dules arpe ut least 500
yours npurt. The collection’ was not mado
with an Historien], but with o Hturgienl ob-
oot il the dyples are  pressrveld inon
hymn book epocinlly adaptod for the use of
tho seeand tinple, 1t noteworthy that of the
pootd sbodidd In the Nistorical books only
ane. vz, the wlghtesnth Panlm, 18 peaservad In
thin Pridter. Thotlestof the five books iuto whiteh,
In tho Hobrow pexts, the Papims nro dividsd, |8
0 formal  eclloction of  hymos  peeplbed
o Bashil, Whether any  of thess postus
wirn rially written by Dasld s a guéation
alaut whdel the most brastworthy suthoritles
difter, BEwnld malotislng the a0lemstive apd
Kuenoen the newstive, Lo the socond book the
poctun neoribed to Dayid form n conneeted
Kroup apart from the Korabitie and Ashpline
Pailmis, though (neluiding Bot KoL INOUS
plodos, L book taird auly the alghity-nlsth Pailm
Liawen thio uanie of David, and this title In prse
nounosd unguestionably & mistuke, Prof,
Bmith submits that it eannot be aceldant which
Lins thus disposed the levite Psalms of books

atechinionl leco gliven o ordis |

L-1IL |n two groups. It the final eollector had
gatherad theas poems together for the frst
tima he would suraly have made one group, not
two, and tha conclusion s that tha firet book
onne axisted ns A sopnrato saliection, Anothor
fndieation that the frat throa books of the
Panltor contained collections formed by more
thnn one oditor Hew inthe nnmen applisd to God,
Books ane, four, and fve use the name of God
in the sume way an do most other parts of
the 014 Teatament whers Johovah Is the pro-
villing term, and other names, such as Klohim,
oocur loas frequently.  But In the grontor pnrt
of books ancond aad thied tha aame of Jahovah
fu raro, and Elohim takoes [ts glace, aven whers
the substitution reads very awkwardly, Tha
Infaranoa from this and other (acts meutioned
by Prof, Bmith Is, that the Elohim Psalms wore
formed by an aditor, who, for spme roRsons,
prafarred to suppress, na far as possible, the
nama of Jehovah. Tha general reault of the
annlysis to whish thoy have been subjected re-
duces the filva books of the Panlma to throe.
The Nirat collaction (ldentieal with our
Dook 1), which from every polnt of view
procinlma Itanlf the oldest, consists of Davidie
Panims ; the ascond (comprising books two and
thrae) is made up of Elohistie Pealma thathird
(whileh Inafudes ths books now numbered four
and five) sontning the Inteat Panlms, mainly
writton from the first with a liturelical purpose,

Toushing the age of thess thres colleotions,
Prof. Bmith eonslders that most of the Panims
in the third group. are cortalnly Iate, not ooly
in eollnoation but in authorahip, He would re-
for aome of thom to a date subsnquent to tho re-
organization of the theoeraey by Erra and Ne-
hominh, whan the temple sarvico of song wna
spooinlly provided for, The second oollastinn
contnins pooms snid to have besan sung by the
“soon of Kornh " and the * sonsof Asah,' by
which namies two guilds of temple singers were
res motively desfeuntod, While this second eol-
lection  undoubtadly  smbodies somes  oldor
Panlma, it cannot, as o whole, ho aseribed to a
poriod onrlior than the age of Erra and Noho-
minh, Bomw of the poems, Indeed, polntstrong-
Iy to the much Iater time whan the Belauoid
Kings sought to put down thaspiritunl rellelon
of Isrnsl by foroe, and restore tho worship of
fnlne Giods.,

We come now to the first eollection which, In
tho recolved Hebrew text, stands by- |taslf na n
meparata Pealm book. IHeraovery Psalm, with
o fow axooptions, |a attributed to David, Many
nonslderations, however, are cltod by Prof,
Bmith to atiow that the titles cannot be asenpted
as an authoritative part of the text. The con-
clusive argument is that David cortainly did
not writo aomes of the pleces nseribed to him (o
the first Panlm baok. Thus In Paslm xxxiv. the
title wpenks of Abimelech na King of Gath in
tho time of David. In reality Abimelach was n
contomporary of Abrabinm, and the King of
Gath in David's time wis nnwed Achish, Awgain,
sovoral of the Pealma in the flest book allude
to a templo on Mount Zion, in which the
singer oxpresses a desira toa liva econtinu-
ally, Butthe house of God st Zion In David's
timo was not a templo, but a tent, Thoerse hind
beann o templa at Siuiloh, bot it wis destroyoed,
The date at which this first collection was
formed ean hardly be agsigned with precision,
The other two primitive booka, ns we have sald,
wore put together after the time of Ezro, but
this containe no posm whish demands so racent
s data, Prol. Smith does not overlook the fnot
thut In the sscond eolloctlon thees ars, hosides
the Korahite and A«nhile hymne, some ascriboed
by thoir titles to David, DBut he cannot find
sufMicient ground for attributing to David the
nuthorship of o single Panlm in the second col-
Joction, ’

In genoral it might be sald that the titles of
tha posms contained in the Paalter would be
nuthuoritative if they wars na old as the Psalmas.
Some of them, however, aro the moers conjecs
turea of individasl copyista, and even in the
aollection of porms naniened to David, there Is
no proof that the titles express ateadition onr-
lier than tho date at which the group wes
formed, Tt s trae that the earliest Paalm book
{whieh in tha roeslved toxt flzures ns Book 1.)
was necoptod In thoe Jowish Chuarah as n Da-
vidie hymnal, Dut this opinton was not basoad
on authentic knowledge that overy Panim in
the enilectinn was renlly Duvild's, for somo of the
poems are eertainly of Inter date, The tradi-
tion meroly exprossod an opinlon that Davia
wis elogoly sonnostad with thn onely psalmoly
ol Tsranl, There ls littla direst avidunes in the
ol Thehpow litnratiirn ta atipnart svan this oan-
vietlon, In the books of Samunl, the Ring is
nevor lost 1o the DPailmist na fe the case in the
cuprent conceptinn of David's [ife, Whon we
Tonen, indead, that thetwo hymng in TT Samund,
xxil,, axiif, are npunrently torelgn to the orlei-
npl eoptext of the norrative, It may appene
doubitfnl whethise the oldest story of his life de-
Errtbed Dovid ns o pas!mist atnll,

The three maln divisions of the Ol Testa-
ment ace commaonty deslennted s the Law, the
Panims, and tha Propliots; wa procacd ts note
nome of tho prablems suggestod by the histord-
tal and praphetieal books, nnd the solutions of-
fered by modern Biblioal oriticlam,  From the
fnguliries pursund in the ehaptor dovotod tathis
topa, Prof. Smith exolides the Dook of Joshun,
boenuss thils in all s parts hanes elosoly to-
gether with the Pentataueh, and must hava po-
colvod at the same vpoch its prosent literary
form, ThadifMeuities wlileh it presonts are LWens
tienl with the bookso!l Maowos, aud nee only ox-
plieably by aceritizal annlyais of the Towish Iaw.
I oxoludes also the uarrutive of Chroanteles,
which was udisplitabls written lone pftor Farn's
raformnation, and hins in nosense tho ehnraes
ter of A primary gouree for the enrlior history,
The earlier historient books, from Judges to
Kings, bring down tho hilstory of the Jewish
nation dn eontinuous form to the eaptivity, and
revaived their Mol slinpo soon nfter that event,
The ereat masa, lowovar, of the roeords whilch
they emboldy I8 of much anrlier date, Praf,
Sniith dhiows that they are in part biswl o offi-
el nnnaly, with woieh othor mnterins woera
from time o tima inearporeited, Lo the books
of Kings, for instanes, opitles urs acoustomml to
distingulsh the frumework of the Gacrative
from the  detalls auliscguently  laserted,
Wa  have, on the  wno hand, A birlet
apitamo of pubille affales, eouplmd with oral
Judgments on edch movorclen, whivh ruus
throvigh tha whols work In elose eoannoestion
with chironologionl aatm, and sotms to D basnd
on the roynl annnls constnntly eltod as tha orlei-
nal nuthiority. On the othier band, we aneountor
n varioty of aplsodes nod pleturesgins DivaR RS
wihileh nre but locsuly connestod with the gen-
eril plan, and which, In many ensos, einpot
Liave hesn culled trom nny collection of ofMainl
rovords, Thin vlow, founded an s seruting of
the [ternal features of the book, fuds support
in the naturs of extornal ovldenos from the ald-
est  worslon, In the  Soptuagint  esrtaln
eplandes of the lilstory are removed to
another pince, us if 6t the time this trons.
Istion was  mulds  they atond npart from
s genaral structura of the nnreative.  Among
thir passngos which are JiTorotly rncountad (o
theBeptnngintand Inthe Mansorotio texe, may ho
muntioned the story of David and Golinth, told
In tho first Nook of Samunl. Thers seoms to be
no doubt thnt hare nn intorpolation beegmo
Hemly fxed In the Hebrow text of the Ol
Wostamont, Ko, too, the aosount of the grodusl
progross of Naul's hostiiity to David, given in
the Aeptuagint, s much mors copnsistent wod
protinbla than thnt which his come down to us
In the Marsoretio tmanuseripts,

Bomsthing should be sald touohing the dntes
ascriling 1o the several documents comurising
the Haglographin, & nama given to thoss writ-
Ings which, while elothed with more or leas
sanetity, had no placa in the FYUNZORUS BOrYios
uutil s compnratively late perlod. Some of the
Haglocraphin susinin the test of old eurrencey.
14 doow not popear that tho sacend whineastor of
the Dok of Job wan oviee ohintlongwd, nithouglh
It composition. rapnot be peforred tw n duta
ouder than the time of Jerminh Tho only
trinitn of & disoussion kbout the sacred noess of the
Proverts Is found in o late Jowish book, aud
in o form whieth commands (ule eredones,
The Proverbs, howsver. wore compiied aftop
tho return from Babylon, and roprasont the eyg-
root proveruinl aayvlogs of thatepooh, Tls Book
of Lamountations sooms to Lave pussed, (u the
time of Josephus, as an avpsodix to Jeremlah,
Bath. too. Is treated by Jossphus as & supple-

mont to Judgas, The Book of Exra-Neliamlah
win pacaived hy the Alexandeinn Jows only In
the form of n midrash or populne paraphrass,
with many fhulous additions, and s text arbi-
tearllymanelsd, Tno Chronleles, necording to
nll apponranocs, onde farmod one, baok with
Ezra and Nehowiab, from whiloh they have boen
so rwdsly torn that I Clironiolea now ends in
the mlddls of A verse, wlhich tenppones eon pleta
ot the boginning of Esrn, But the Chronloles
now stand aftar Exen-Nohoniah, ns (] it wors
nn afterthought to ndimit them to squnl author-
Ity. O! Ezoklel, wa rond In the Talmud that
“but for Hanasiah, son of Heeekiah, thoy
would have auppressed the Dook of Eeakiel,
buoaune ita words contradiot thoss of the torash,
Whnt did he do? Thay brought up to him 500
monsures of oll, nad he sat down nnd expinined
L' Bome Germnn oritios are (ispoisd to hold
that the sohalar who reconclled Ezeklal with
tha Pentateuch at such nn expenditire of mid-
tliehit ol! was ronlly Ellngar, son of Hapanlah.

With regard to Danlol, two taota polnt 40 lato
ndmigsion Into the eanon,  Danlel I8 not men-
tonsd among the worthivs In Esclosinsticus,
and hiero nienin the Septungint hns a text en-
eumbarad with lecendary additions, The Piles-
tininn Talmud still contalng teaditions of opgio.
sitian to [te Inteaiduetion, and 1t 1s 4 notabls cir-
cumstanes thnt not only Is the book frosly
bandled in the two Greask reconslous
of the text, but evon the Targums, or
Aramalo paraphirnses, uss an unwontnd
lieonws  of puraly romanolne  additions,
The Dook of Father wis not undisputed In the
enrly Chrlstinn Church, and, necording to Eane-
bius, n Bishopof Bardia In the middle of the
wotond century journeyed ns faras Paloesting
to asonrtaln the Jawish onnon of lils time, nnd
brousght back miist from whioh Eather wis ex-
oluded.  Intho foucth sontury, Athannsios and
Grogory of Nnzianzas still omit Esthor from
the eapon.  As to Eeelosinstes and the Bong
of Holomon, thess books wore controvertod
among arthodox Jews up to the very end ol the
first Chreistinn oentury.

While diseussing the date nnd nuthentioity of
cortain Old Testament writings, Prof, Bmith
takes coonslon to correct two inissanceitions
wihich otono time or another hnyo extonsivoly
peavalled, Amonig thenocient Futheps It was a
ourevnt opinjon that Ezes hiogsell rewrote by
inspiration the whole 014 Testamant, whioh Hnd
bann destroved or injured nt the time of the
oaptivity, Thasoutes of this oplnlon s a fable
in IL Esdras xiv, E«dras, according to thin
story, prayad for the Holy Splrit thnt he might
rowrits thelaw which lad bagn burned, His
pEnyer was @ranted, and retiringtor forty days
with fivesoribos to write to his dicntion, his pro-
duced 94 books, "Aund whan the forty days
wara complated the Most High spake, saying,
Publish the 1rst books wiiish thou hinat written,
that the worthy and the unworthy may rend
tham: but eonsarvo the inst soventy and de-
liver them to wise men of thy peopls,” To
unilarstand why this lnjunction was nsoribod to
Johovah we must remember that thds look of
E«dlras professes to be n genaine pebphisey of
EzenthoSoribe. Thoauthor was awaro that whon
haproduced hisbook, which was not writtan till
noar the clods of tho flest Christinn oontury, it
would he nocessnry to mest the objsetion that it
had naver beon known tefors. Aeceardingly,
ho and other Hellenistic forgers of the same
poriod fell bask on the asanrtion that cortnin of
thn snered writlogs had alwiys bosn eaotorle
books, confloed to a peivilegod cirele. The
whole fable Ia dirested to this end. nod I8 pro-
nonnced by Prof. Smith unworthy of the
elightest attontion.

Another eroundlass thsary regarding the
formntion of the Iebraw enuon statrtod up in
the sixteanth ocantury, and gained wimost un-
disputad currency in the Protestant churehes,
According wo this view the caton was completad
by a body of met known ne the Groat Syun-
gogue, This Gront Bypagogus pliys o con-
siderable patt in Jowish tradition, belog reprs-
sentod us o pormansot counell under the pres.
tdenoy of Earn, wlelding suprems authority
over the Jewish nation,  Dut the He-
brew ftradition never sald that the Great
Synngogie Axad the canon: that oplnion
was o moers conjecture of o Jowish sohioiar
conternporary with  Luther, Not onlysn,
but wo npow know thnt the whole fdus
thiat thers over wias a body oallad the Gront
Synngogus holding rile in tha Jawish nation s
pure fivtlon,  Everythine that |8 told about it,
excapt what we rend 1o Nohaminh, ia s fable of
tho lnter Jaws, W know, of enurse. from Ne-
harsdnl, tnt Bara did oatablish a canon—thist
Is, tead bis pooplo to neoopt o weltton nod sacrad
eode as tho abaniute eala of falth and Hle. Iut
thia canon of Exra was thn Tantatoucl,

To view of the results of, textonl and exegotl-
eal eriticlsm propounded in Prof. Switlcds: looe.
tures, it must bo acknowledgad that the theory
of verbal inspiration, so far ne thing by pothivsie
hns becn npplind 1o the O Toastvmont, sooins
1o ho searsely tennblo, Tt was muinly on tiis
eround thoy the aathor was eaniovel fiom s
professorind chalr byvabie General Assembly of
the Vreo Churcll, Now, however, thnt this body
bns soen At to take such peremttbry nos

tlon, it beliooves them' to sst nbout o busi-
uess  whilch, in  the Opinlon of & goold
mnny obsspvers. should flrst  have en-

pdoped thelr energind,  Lat them provs thnt
I'eof. Smith's methods of Tiblieal eritielem prws
unsounl, kis appliestions of them fsulty, und
his concluslons untrustworihy,  They must not
noglest this sk, for they, in their turn, nen
now on trinl Dafors the conmunity ut laren,
It they suceend In rofuting his assortions, thay
will relueate Preof, Swith to the obsourity from
whieh ft 18 drogerous for sdlolista 1y amerse,
Ahould thoey fnll, tier will loave Lips g & posis
Hon to say with Galileo, " Dvapite tha deaision
of your teibunnl, tho world moves,"
M, W. H.

FATHER 'RORKD.

A Lunnatie Under the Mallueinntion 1hat the
Priest wins Iils Fvll Genloe,
SomanToNn, Pa., June 15 Puawriok Reiliy,
whoon Butidivg | Inst attemptold 1o take tho Lite
of Fathar O'ltorka while the fattor wis enlo-
beating minse In the Cothollie Chureh in Qly-
phaut, & mwiniog Bagelet on tho Dalasurs and
Hud=on rond, dbout flve milew from hers, s
wantthel i the Lnskuwannin County peinon iy
this ¢ity, Deilly (8 a youne man of litho {eamn,
with ashork of glossy blnok Lalr coveripe lils
templia, e has for severnl yoars inboe W
underthe bnilueinntion that Father O/ Rorke is
lilw evil genius, In 1879 o made an attompt an
the priost’s i with a rovoiver, At thnt time
hia was sont to the Danville Hospital for the
Tapnao, from shich place, atthe ceguost of His
frivads, ha wius recently  roleqind on the
gyontd thot his reason hind boon fally pestarind,
Hethinks that s lopk as Father O'Rorko livi
In Olyphant he ean have no peacs, wnd that i
ho conld put the pricstout of the way s hinpd-
newss would be complets, On Bunidny Nl ng
DRt B went for Ui pedient widor tie Bl
that boowos b ool of e iiaml s lagon, it
Fintharr O ok, Rnowine tho mncds mninly
rofnmed o rospond, TS ¢ 1 Y
pand dovaitine v s gun with sixa

=L AN I Spinogr repentine roilo—ls py

tovened Hhie Cunthinlio onnren, wintiel b et
WLl myosst f oot orthon of Uhs minss wWis
Lasitiae ombohratnd, On romdime thiv doie b
Pk o Mot e gved bss b sl n o
P s owas thipimhy this orowd wuid
the st to the nltar ralling, The 0 AR L PR
of moman with & @on in s hand ey
arnetled the sondregition, it whinn le oo
el To ks nim ok Bl peiwst this ox0pdn et
renchiad o pande, sl GUein witk it rist towind
thestoorm  Several womeeth ited ofihd peg wiers

TRYING TO KILL

Burt burime thim ot lon, sined the senrn s
represeitm s v e CHE il ine, sovs
Arih men eastisglinon oy just ne o was o
T kO ranimg s gun to s s

Ider, any

Mier nosbiney strageln
minutennd s would §s
Lin robes on e altar, |
Aoearumivennnt, and the Jgondte wos heakisie
hore Lt an the wvening, atunr O Borky (-
Lo idm VO AT R I L e InE Bt Thhw wily
BRI, R sinnt veriiol hils 1t

vl | Daos Wiri) b st
Besigrln roe fhnt headid 5 Ty (LTI AT
lirat sutirod Ui cliagel ooy, i tie eoreri.
wation wis (need toward the altar, wnd enulil not
Elia s biawas sovy or Botde el b, o is ol
shik, and s freguently won belaos o lotul
shouting wintabices,

Takivg the Law inte his twn Blands,
Pirm the Bisnnnith Nevs

Blimon Johpson, a litths eolaral ohfoki
whiaist "i‘lil_h ¥ eautiured an old hen lr:ninu .l_lul llL:l-r-li Elllln‘“l
2:; uat.:‘.:rhni;;w.n nnﬂ.'l lll!ot ve ool dagh

ul I ol oA L i .
oullititered to hin biars back ity aagen o " UeTS B8 ad.

ENGLISIY LUNCHEUNS,

Poos Waorpei's basre,

The provailing fashions In Amoriss foe
foremnl dnncteons, anid whothor and in wiiat
way they diMer trom thika abitilainge in ""ri:f-
I, we oo not Kiow, bot ak g inns ey
Ofton wsKaid bt o ww tothie ™ pige g
to do oo murh nosteliis, & ahiort 5otis of tie
L K inge o IR w0 RS WRLRE e ot eomm
A bss e T bons et b | il lgst
oWl b foraliain b, oo i b I MYt e
Lhiia Rl T TR T oti, Hhio donisth

varyvine with the grentor op bt ® i

At enids  Hen went, *‘r‘u‘lfn':::z
e wo toemnd in tine ns w Vs {44\ om Ny
tor w dinner invitation, os LT
are  URiGly oy Gt fiends

thont at the laredt ehtorinin
. Nearsaary, Bitn’ e wont i
evipt of thn tnvitation, In opdep i
tations muy b LB Lo Cmtesa s Bihnnis g
priddense displinysl by o tiees Weoks' oo
a8 ftennbles hve o0 G0 e G0 (30 s gl of rigs
URBlA Ll meroid bemian stivinge Wi Wieks' five
tioe, Lt Listodon, wlisri (o I IS B sy re
durine thn dny, the e lesta nen of Both ROXON I
egual praportions, Mg 2o (o oo drves
Cutnway Bonte, Ko L ios Wonr visiige mose
times, ol o theie  bonnes, Uritnlly =
Iidose outer mnntio d worn, which (w tien 1) ¢
et eaienmess Boadly il 1000 wth thes footinsn
THors e Uwa ae ok hoh mrvante, ns I‘u-'
quired by thin size of tha gy, i hotlep nnd
two footmen being suflivlent (oF & lugelinag
Of nlgliteon,  Alge  Soil winp 1a ponnyed
the hatinr pevenden vou i sinies. mtor sl s
Ing your nnms, tpwrtre thim dERWIng poony dige
and announees T M oand Mieo Bk, o
distipiet yoles=not " Mes, il ME"™ s wis linve
twiew lionr) dano by wintusteotod sereints; wihin
A itisas wlsiyed to e " poigite o thin |;|.h L

FHORtsm 2rocts Yo apen our entiin
AL fow perpib s el s gon G e e
Hmn nest to swhom you e toosit nt bie, bug
no other inteedumtions  sare mipl e Ly
woechnl reguest. When ail the i HNEI .
blsil, wlinen the nuiile s b Nostong
oiten Rk each gentinmon to iy} nrhe ity
WHOsS dant 1o pgt to Ds b hdes ool it s
wmors corroot fm buneleon pot e s fartn ns
B e ) BGe o eompiay 1o g@o Gown irregie
Inely. A amidl popee ten, bene e this grvst's
nnun on ons slde, s asindly gt by vl plice,
ar m vory toy oned, with thie nomes plafily wiite
o om ab, b bl befoms i, mnd peanin windide
flengs It theey o thhe b o it o feaw oot
outt thiem g this, thouwgh it soundas conTusing,
s 'll‘“ 'I.“:III llﬂlllll\'. Wl "

an Labifo A8 el procidnly na for dinuer, Ao
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i1, Walusnis,

menl exeept thint soug 1= not alaays givon: ihn
number of iishes and g WO EWE W mI e, agnd
thee fooul yather debtor o0 anniby.  Vieious
WINnOs e survid=slogey With suni, Book wid
nhierey with 8L, el ne with the Jant, then

e, nd wlberwndid Dok ionvist, oF wiialovep
you preier, Apollinnris st il Watere
most camnianly ke, Lt the butlog T
wliy prociee you wimloser 4 Y e
fors  Plnin watar stands i Vi | OERIRE Ol
tha tabite, it bs varely ondied dor, W wive ong
monu fora pirty of 1w VRIS Wl mepvis g

UL TR & (AR #, DPothan nox tie
Clts s W LI dellisilie, Sus
e un do valpdils anux truffo=. Ggokdomonton,
fnoddoine oo i@ sunes,  Cedaue vhilie gug
wurrons,  (olés oy Macasauin,  Dissert,
LU usunl o e Ly disiek of wveeyihing
prapared. nmd the rwo footinen pass Jdown the
Bdea of the tatle sipdiltune isly, Dosinnine
pinish thine wt n-m'furomﬂ'lm: Thoged A Lt sonp
Rtertind an Uk albat UiPLost's snd and onthn
chght nr the hostess's, 1o (lsb wonld  revirsa
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an the ristit teom theanmstor, Ths huthe snnds
WU e L, ied Siepvies L wougs, sl &, to
Enm tootmsn,  Thso Liros v e r s iy
roorn g the dishss e bronght te and Gareied
fronn the ronm by Wider viltits,  Wlipe thiora
I8 0o serving foeni wit b i i g Fong
WAOEe I8 Sy fn e L doar uw'fl.
Tor hads pruargioms, s i1 s opeti, As
BOOT S B st D isiiod witly s pints ig
Is psrnovsd, anil m fresiy o o Kylte, nnil fork
pree e bnfors b, Duging »
bustlar passes roumd withi the npn
NOW i word ne to Lo imnnnoee of
ant thioes whien wo havie ot i
whieh seewms ofton to troubls 3 iericans emphe
tomned to o diTeant metiondat bome, Inovating
AOUD L DR o L eirst o o faees [0 e Wil the
Blude of the spoon (uethest feorm yousand to it
out towinred thie @iy of tie plate thint s 1arthost
Lrom Yo, Uis ke the whiots twotion (rom
wod oot towaed you, It 8 nlao giliie sistomnry
Lo Rl hitly AL yOrT 8005 pliats b order o nssist
10 HEE g wooar S ovninfy, Dbt Lh s nn LSE i hmey s Ladtiecd
BWAF Lrevth you by sDghtdy e theslde nnxt o
You, never by tippine it teward you The whols
effust af the outward motion of the hnod nod
BlRDUenrve dn brinkeing Lo tha mouth in -
doubtidly wors g onml niaml Bt wo @eemdy loks
T ul ths inwineld sooop, Poe st it s wiivers
wally thecastom to nwve silver st knivis, thias
WVobdioge ths piolm ol Droand wille whish ofie
usel to oka onl tha fork, Wo ive oftsyg seen
Atrerionhs wite bave aob besn oo (o oo
chasing alter onopises of dsh with fork um}
bipwend, their fan knife Gdiy roposing wsine
theiw plate, Sy dhiaking it n dessert Knilo,
Thw Enggeraty s wae (e npdinney knife and
!llrll difforently from Angoricans, an Cliarios
Lomde b sdewitdy nodiosd, Flore tie fock e
nevar chnnemd to the rieht bk, Voetudilod
nnd siels Cormaems wem cler sk o s wonut by in
[ork in the Isft hond, o Katle dn the tight
Bl cutting the msut ool iy in pitting
tis vootalien on the Tore, Lutrdes, suel os
swWwistiry s, arongett s niol sl saoft distios,
negseaveg Wit the 1ord nioos, iad I is thivy
Hied Dt rhelst Ba s bt swhiere Knifo nnd
ks e i prlowed, thie b Faer bs nivar lnld down
P omlee b inke the Intler i ey fighit hn
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Clnes voth Jork ntnl spion Ewlilol spopiways
Drowehit foe themi o arn { rooAdtne
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